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DEAR COMMISSIONERS,
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I AM GENERAL MANAGER OF WALB-TV IN ALBANY, GEORGIA. | AM WRITING TO EXPRE
MY STRONG APPROVAL OF THE VOLUNTARY RATING SYSTEM DEVELOPED BY THE

TELEVISION INDUSTRY. THIS SYSTEM BUILDS ON THE 28 YEARS OF FAMILIARITY AND
SUCCESS THAT THE MOVIE INDUSTRY HAS HAD AND CONTINUES TO HAVE.
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SINCE WE IMPLEMENTED THE TV RATINGS SYSTEM IN JANUARY, WE HAVE NOT HAD THE
FIRST CALL FROM OUR VIEWERS ASKING US TO EXPLAIN THE SYSTEM. THIS TELLS ME
THEY UNDERSTAND AND APPROVE OF THE RATINGS.

THE LEGISLATIVE HISTORY AND THE LAW MAKES IT CLEAR THAT THE COMMISSION

SHOULD ACT ONLY IF THE INDUSTRY FAILS TO DO SO. THE INDUSTRY HAS ACTED. IT HAS
DEVELOPED AND IMPLEMENTED A VOLUNTARY RATINGS SYSTEM THAT PARENTS IN MY

COMMUNITY FIND USEFUL AND EASY TO USE. IT EASILY SATISFIES THE REQUIREMENTS
OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 AND UNQUESTIONABLY MEETS THE
STANDARD OF ACCEPTABILITY IN THE ACT.

BEST REGA%DS,

D2

I URGE THE COMMISSION TO RECOGNIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF WHAT THE INDUSTRY HAS
DONE AND APPROVE THE TV PARENTAL GUIDELINES.
JIM WILCOX

PRESIDENT / GENERAL MANAGER
WALB-TV -
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Federal Communications Commission =
1919 M Street, N.W. =
Washington, D. C. 20554 e
Re:  CS Docket No. 97-55 =R

Dear Commissioners:

As General Manager of KDOC-TV, I am writing to express my strong approval of the
voluntary rating system developed by the television industry. This system builds on the
28 years of familiarity and success that the movie rating system has had and continues to
have.

Since we implemented the TV ratings system in mid-January, we have not had one phone
call from viewers asking us to explain the system.

The legislative history and the law makes clear that the Commission should act only if the
industry failed to do so. The industry has acted; it developed and implemented a

voluntary ratings system that parents in my community find useful and easy to use. It
easily satisfied the requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and
unquestionable meets the stand of “acceptability” in the Act.

I urge the Commission to recognize the importance of what the industry has done and
approve the TV Parental Guidelines.

Sincerely,
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Charles S. Velona
Vice President
General Manager

CSV:mm
18021 Cowan

Irvine, CA 92714-6023
TEL 71444209800 ¢ FAX 71422615956
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Federal Communications Committee =
1919 M Street N.W. o
—

Washington, D.C. 20554
Re: CS Docket # 97.55

Dear Commissioners:

I am general sales manager of WALB-TV in Albany, Georgia. I am writing to express my strong approval
of the voluntary rating system developed by the television industry. This system builds on the 28 years of
familiarity and success that the movie industry has had and continues to have.

Since we implemented the TV ratings system in January, we have not had the first call from our viewers
asking us to explain the system. This tells me they understand and approve of the ratings.

The legislative history and the law makes it clear that the commission should act only if the industry fails
to do so. The industry has acted. It has developed and implemented a voluntary ratings system that
parents in my community find useful and easy to use. It easily satisfies the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and unquestionably meets the standard of acceptability in the act.

1 urge the commission to recognize the importance of what the industry has done and approve the TV
parental guidelines.

Sincerely,

(TH bt

Bob Campbell
General Sales Manager
WALB-TV
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Federal Communictions Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554 = f
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55 o
Dear Commissioners: o o
As Station Manager of KJCT-TV, I am writing to express my strong approval ofma S &
voluntary rating system developed by the television industry. This system builds on the 28 =
years of familiarity and success that the movie rating system has had and continues to

have. f

At our station, we detect that the ratings are té@ new for parents to have formed an
impression/opinion of them as yet.

: omntission should act only if
ed and implemented a
ful and easy to use. It

The legislative history and the law makes it clear that th
the industry failed to do so. The industry has acted; it d
voluntary ratings system that parents in my community find use
easily satisfies the requirements of the Telecommunications Act o
unquestionably meets the standard of "acceptability” in the Act.

1 urge the Commission to recognize the importance of what the industry ha

as done and
approve the TV Parental Guidelines. -

Sincerely,

Hannir

‘ Jan'Hammer
! Station Manager
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission /(57' A

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 L& cop,,
Washington, DC 20554 ORig

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

N

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys-released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA. U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Rper. These findings
point to the fact that parents DO NOT want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TB scheduling is useless. We would also like to see commercials aired
regarding scheduled programming of content sensitive material be banned or at least restricted to
avoid inclusiof of unacceptable materials.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We DO NOT believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC NOT approve the industry rating system. THE FUTURE OF THE
AMERICAN FAMILY IN A MORAL SOCIETY IS AT STAKE HERE. Instead, we request the
following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC mandates the industry also to include in the ratings of V, S, and L, the level of
intensity such as "occasional”, "frequent", or "widespread".

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system,;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and 4



* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of such importance to our children and
the health of the American Family.

Sincerely,

Employees of American Equipment Co POST OFFICE Ssgéﬁ?ac AROLINA 29602

Greenville, SC

GREENVILLE,
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Mr. Reed Hundt

Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

We are a group of parents involved in parent participating schools throughout Santa Clara Valley.
We are writing to express our concern about the quality and content of children’s television. Each
of us works very hard to ensure our children will grow up heaithy and whole. However, we
believe the overly violent and sexually explicit messages and images so often portrayed on
television, as well as the overwhelming tide of advertising aimed at children, undermine so much
of our efforts. Each new study only confirms our resolve: our children are not being well served
by the networks or their advertisers.

Therefore, we are urging you to enforce the provisions set forth in the Children’s Television
Act of 1990. We urge you to hold the networks accountable to provide healthy alternatives
for our children, alternatives which go beyond Power Rangers, re-runs of the Jetsons and
the adult fare now available to children throughout the day. We are also asking you to
actively promote the V-chip and some form of program labeling as important tools for
parents to monitor what their children are exposed to. This is not about censorship, but about
the value we as a society place on our children. Given the dominant influence television now
exercises in shaping our culture, how can we do anything less?

We, the undersigned parents, are determined to make our voices heard on these important issues.
We will do this by what we choose to watch on TV, by what we choose to buy from advertisers
and whom we elect to public office. But we realize it will take the whole community working
together - parents, educators, businesses, government and the media - assuming responsibility to
protect and promote that which is in the best interest of our children. We urge you, the FCC and
our elected representatives in Congress, to take the leadership role you were appointed to do in this
critical national issue.

Sincerely,

The Undersigned Parents

S N
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April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.'W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

0o
KET Fi ¢ Copy ORiGiN

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Calle Mayor Middle School PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report,
and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence),
S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

!

Phyllis Lopei% %

Torrance, CA



March, 1997
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“Cbbu
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners 'Q9
c/o Federal Communications Commission @M@
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 {
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that
partents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want
to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe
this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept
no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S(for sexual
depiction and nudity and L (for Language);

That the FCC require a V-chip bank broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that is include parents; and



That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Rod and Terri Miller
Overland Park, KS 66221



March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners cal Comy 0

c/o Federal Communications Commission ’ R'IG/NA[_
1919 M. Street NW_, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Platte City Middle School PTSA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0f1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that the

FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following;

. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language),

. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system, &

. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program,

. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by indepéndent research to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

‘S/WWW

Swescan Anderson
(/”afe/zf a/ g ehlldren

el ¢ 17’5/5
i i@m/;. L4079



On January 17, 1997, a television rating system for cable, network, and public broadcast pro-
grams was submitted to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) by the Television
Ratings Implementation Group, chaired by Jack Valenti, president of the Motion Picture
Association of American (MPAA). The rating system is age-based, and does not provide in-

formation to parents about specific program content.

NATIONAL PTA POSITION

The National PTA opposes a system that does NOT provide parents and families
information about the content of the program as part of the rating on the TV

screenmn.

National PTA Opposes
lndustry Proposed Age-Based

Ratlng System
_ TV-Y All ‘Children
TV-Y7: Dnected to Older Chxldren
TV-G . General Audiences
TV-PG ' Parental Guidance Suggested
TV-14 ... Parents Strongly Cautioned
TV-M ' Mature Audiences Only

* does not provide parents with specific in-
formation abeut the content of individual
programs

¢ allows the TV mdustry to judge what .
material is acceptable for all children of a
particular age range

* intermingles violence, sex, and language
issues in a single judgment and does not
indicate why a show was rated a particular
way '

National PTA Supports
Dascrlptlve Content-Based
Ratlng Systems

(Example For Information Only)*
\'A onlent Content
S Sexual Content & Nudxty

L Adult Language

" AnyV, S, or L rating would also indi-
cate level of intensity such as ““occa-
sional,” “frequent,” or “widespread.”

* includes symbols about the content of
individual programs (V, S, and L)

* allows parents, rather than the TV
industry, to judge what program con-
tent is acceptable for their children

* clearly separates ratings for each area
ayowmg parents to make choices based
on specxﬁc content information

(Premium cable channels like HBO and Showtime
use a descriptive content system.)

“The Natlonal PTA does not support or endorse one content-based system over another.

Almost 30 national organizations are also opposed to age-based ratings including the follow-
ing: American Academy of Pediatrics; American Psychological Association; Children’s Defense
Fund; Coalition for America’s Children; National Association of Elementary School

Principals; National Association of School Psychologists; and National Education Association.




